
D8ar Gsorge- 

You ask& x8 to Cmn%nt on your r8Vi8W W !WI 1 had Wad it. ft t8 a bWWtffti 
job, anA 1 sus?wt it till b8 eh8 standarC refer~~e in the fi8l'i f'or soma tirse to 
COm8r I particularly qmpathized with gmr eritlque of %alignizationG in vitro. 

!?y only ;minta of :-l,i.fferenca are voluntary ones. I still feel n;wd.f that an 
artificial aexlal cycle 1s a ~0~8 likely event t22an DNA- or ?>age-ae"li&&e1 trans- 
duction in somatic c%lla. Bminant nlarkers have not yet been av&ila~le far an efi'i- 
ciasnt txhst of such a i?ystm:, and its inc~2ence, together with the ~ssi:iilit~ of 
~U@Igl?ti~l~ it, &I'19 quit8 0nQI-l ~lC3tfOnS. At least I how that is where L woul.2 
conc8ntrate rry own rrass9rch 8ffCC-t. As to injecting 9NA rnto eggs, one ea:r hrve to 
start by stu:iying the ~~bolaey of polpqmrx;~ and inquiring as ta the zm%r~is~s 
that ensure that (normally) only one spw3 nucleus participates in the develoment 
of the egg, 

I wa8 disappointed that you a:lopted the tem inolagy of BJi.@U a@igymetic, in 
Nannsy~ s s8nse, shc8 your doing so will ,no?>abl:r clinch its use. The trouble is 
that while the basic canccpt was an excellent (3318, ~8pigmeticP was never clearly 
'38fin8d by Nanne;r, arki it almady has a wetll eata!3lfsh& wage to 93x1, Ln effect, 
developmental, 'We then havs such ziemantis mxmstrosities as the questiont 

"Are epigenetic changes gan&fc or 8pi&ea7&ic?". Of course we hardly :kf lOW the 
answer to this, slncs it is 13~ no means yet SJC&&&M proven that there is a 
fundamental diff8ranc8 betw88n genetic an4 tMv~oprwntal variations. I till not 
have to repeat my discussion of a ad m  Information which is, of 
tours%, an alaSoration of Nannrsy’8 idea, as Ephrussi repm%eJ it at Oak M.&p, 'sut 
(at lsast in vy cxm @Anion) an essential ref%mment if his distinction is to be. 
clearly formulated ard to ba of any real use* XF you ~isagrare with this form lat5on, 
I would encourage you to naks a precise statement 03 your own position; it is just 
because 1 3~ prdict an important inpact fro;r, this review that I would urge you to 
consi3e.r this point carefully. Parhaps I should loak at the Symposfurn in Cancer Research 
that you quoted for other sources of ;zour reactions. 

On page 25, re?opularfzs is given for repopulate, which is just amusing 8;lOUgh b3 
be easy to m iss. (I had a lot of trouble with ingenrrous vs. ingenious in varioanr 
versions of I~ NoSel lecture -- if you noticed that :~o;lrself, tie form -r was intend&.) 

It was great !%r to see you , and we look form &  to mor8 of tha sane. 

A3 8v8r 

doshua w8rb8rg 


